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The one great rule 
of composition is to 
Speak the truth. , 


—Thorcau 


Ghe Cexas Observer 


We will serve so 
group or party but 
will hew hard to tne 
iruth as we find st 
and the right as we 
see tt. 


An Independent Liberal Weekly Newspaper 





(Charles Alan Wright is As- 
sociate Professor of Law at 
the University of Texas. He 
teaches constitutional law at 
the University, and has writ- 
ten extensively in legal and 
non-legal periodicals on that 
subject.—Ed.) 


AUSTIN | 


The Texas Legislature 
now has under consideration 


twelve measures usually re-| 


ferred to as “segregation 
bills.” These bills have very 
obvious political ramifica- 
tions. It seems entirely prob- 
able that they are supported 
by a majority of Texans. But 
members of the Legislature take 
an oath to support the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. Thus 
it may be helpful to attempt 


Lobby, 


AUSTIN 

With less than dozen 
working days left before the 
end of the 120-day period af- 
ter which they pay is cut of, 


a 


the legislators returned to 
Austin from the Easter re- 
cess Tuesday with most of 
the major legislation still 


needing final approval. 

Two politically explosive pro- 
posals — the party registration 
plan and the party name regula- 
tion bill—were to reach the House 
floor probably this week. The 
Senate state affairs committee 
hears the segregation bills Wed. | 
nesday night. The Senate has yet. 
to act on the lobby control bill 
and the $200 million water reser- | 
voir plan. Slum clearance legis- | 
lation has majority approval in | 
both chambers but might yet get 
tangled in the procedural toils in 
the closing hours. Rep. Charles 
Hughes has unanimous labor, 
committee approval of his in- 
dustrial safety law, but this, too, 
may be beached as the legisla- 
tors set out for home. 


Last week the Senate passed to 
final reading Sen. Culp Krueger’s 
bill to re-establish a waiting per- 
iod of one week before a man out 
of work can or unemploy- 
ment compensation. ‘‘This is a 
minimum protection for the man 


rs 


apply 


who is paying the whole bill,’ | 





MULLEN TAKES A 
SHARP CORNER 








Rep. Bob Mullen, Alice, 
commutes from his home town 
to he Capit City in his 
three-wheeled Piper Tri-Pacer. 
The oth day he was coming 
in on the Austin airport for a 
landing hen he heard on the 

lane radio that a passenger 
line wa bearing down on 
him from the rear. He was 





landing on the wrong 

“What's that fellow 
-d the passenger liner pilot. 
he doesn’t know 
is,’ the conning re- 
“I think he'll get out of 
the way in time.” 

“I landed at 100 
hour and made a right turn,” 
Mullen said. 


runway. 

doing?” 
askKe 
“Aw, 
he 


plied. 


where 


tower 


miles an 








, Some objective analysis of how 
| these bills measure up against 
| that Constitution and what their 
| fate may be if they are subjected 
| to constitutional attack. 


| Before discussing the particu- 
lar bills, it will be convenient to 
' state certain general propositions 
which seem to me amply sup- 
|ported by the decisions of au- 
thoritative courts. 


|General Propositions 


1. The Supreme Court has an- 
nounced a ‘‘fundamental princi- 
ple that racial discrimination in 
public unconstitu- 
tional. ... provisions of fed- 
eral, or local law requiring 
permitting such 
tion must yield to this princi- 
ple.’’(1) All proposed Texas 


education is 
All 
state, 
or discrimina- 


ne 
stat- 


aier, Sai 


aid K ger. Sen. Charles Her- 
ring responded it would deprive 
great masses of unemployed 
workers of one week’s compen- 


sation, for which the maximum is 
$28 
The 


tacitly 


House 
accepted the 


of Representatives 


fact that this 


legislature will not curb the ram- 
pant Texas loan sharks when it 
approved without objection Rep. 


Criss Cole’s resolution calling for 
a Legislative Council study of the 
problem during the next two 
years. Such a study was ordered 
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utes must be measured by ‘this 
guiding rule.(2) As the Georgia 
Supreme Court commented years 
ago, ‘‘After the State has yielded 
to the federal army, it can well 
afford to yield to the federal ju- 
diciary.’’(3) No realistic person 


Charles Alan W right 


can expect the United States Su- 
preme Court to retreat from this 
statement of principle, nor is 





there any likelihood that the mat- | 


ter will be altered by constitu- 
tional amendment. Any law 
would require or permit racial 


which | 


discrimination in public education 
must be regarded, therefore, as 
void. 


2. This principle does not mean 


that every school in the state 


ety Bills 


last session, too, but was not de- 
livered. The Korioth-Sanders bill 
to limit total annual small i 
charges to 36 percent is still 
moldering in the House state af- 


fairs committee to which the 
House majority condemned it. 
ANNUAL SESSIONS and an- 


nua pay for legislators seem now 
a virtual certainty. The Senate 
last week adopted Sen. Searcy 
Bracewell’s plan for a $7,500 an- 
nual salary and annual sessions. 
The House has okayed annual 
sessions and a $4,800 annual sal- 


per copy No. 50 
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must be integrated tor tio! intransigence,’ courts 
long as the stats ave not hesitated to declare that 
prompt and _ reasor hey have forfeited their claims to 
| they will be permitted t t litional time and have issued 
an end to racial unctions compelling integration 
‘in a systematic ar f the schools. (6) 
manner." (6) And It not enough to enact lav 
| Soom Psat aca ich authorize integration on 
gare ws ea , their face, if in effect the laws 
; i y . a0 ntinue to permit segregation 
dong nel i pine Fourtes nth jemgeygeKo fe 
; phisticated as wel as 
pagan -_ oo ae imple-minded modes of discrimi- 
a a tior 7) This principle should 
gration of the at? , ical i a 7 
would not be fir e 4 
until 1963.(5) But aii TRE “Ne nia 
‘authorities have not ee bn Pawn. ti bstance 
good faith tov l } ler to strike down discrimi- 
regation, but |] é y ‘practice have arisen in 
their efforts t - the 
tif | bs 
tion, giver “ s a 
imarie The 
t mn 


expense money d 


le. Tt 
deciding t re 2 , 
Fine n 19 tl 
ecislation. They . as 
I is] ‘ Court held t t e Jav- 
scale down the 1 
i re I - 
Sen. Bill M« i a alae an 
posed $12,000 : EEE IGE PE 
: i selected candidates in 
legislator-lawyers Texas county and then sup- 
pay before state : hair 
: d them in the Democratic 
not guilty of pedd | he } ev al ‘ . 
. . iry—where they almost in- 
ence—I don’t know = peer 4 
C : riably won—could not prevent 
(Continued 
ntinued on Page. 4 





Urban Renewal 


AUSTIN 
Unless legislators in both 
the House and the Senate 
| have an unforeseen and unex- 
pected change of heart, slum 
clearance legislation seems 
sure to become law after a 





return from the dead in the} 
, Senate. 

The urban renewal bill by Rep. | 
Don Kennard, Fort Worth, passed 
by strong voice vote in the Maun 
end was brought back to life in! 
the Senate by a 23-6 vote adopt- 
ing a favorable minority report 
after the state affairs committee 
voted it down 9-8 

)} th { b passionate H 
debate, Kennard said th il] 
vould ci “ele | 

tec nd g 
p I led co { he 

( ti I S . 3 Z ( 
loca ent id e enter- 
pri < togethe han n 
h heir slun 

R sf Ferrell, Tvl ic 
Let t 

f 1d | d y with 
4 | t | controls. 

Tl cit will get litt! 
federal } Sing unit fe oul 
little 1ed _neight 100d 
here.” “Y choose be- 
tween the coll: ve lfare 
individual welfare,’ he said. 

Kennard said Ferrell’s objec- 
tions were met with amendments. 
“We've got cattle barns in Fort 
Worth which are better than 


some of the homes we have for 
our people,” he said. 








lans Near Okay 


Senator Jimmy Phillips, Angle-; tional guarantes Wood voting 
ton, took the lead in pushing cv post he could Thosy favoring the minority re- 
the adoption of the minority re-| tious. energetic de id; port were Aikin Ashley, Brace- 
port after the bill, sponsored in see the competitior ell, (Colson, Fuller. Gonzalez, 
the Senate by Sen. Henry Ge n-| hich might result { -| Hazeiwood, Herring. Hudson. Ka- 
zalez, waS generally considered | gram.” zen, Lock, Moffett, Moore, Owen, 
killed. | Sardeman ther Parkhou Phillips, Ratliff, Rea- 
; : ? ; la discourse about v Roberts, Rogers, Secrest, 
| The bill gives city councils au-| te , a Willis 
'thority to condemn slum and ; karteriy nha - 
blighted areas and arrange for|‘ with sewit Voting sesiast were Fey _— 
: . fed ] x r Kruege Lar Martin, 
their redevelopment by private;° ~~~, x : or ‘ 
interests for low income families. | 7UP'€¢ % _ nd Wood 
lad t tipul } se p finally, 79-44, 
Senator Dorsey Hardeman, San ¢ st son to allow cit of 130.000 to 
' Angelo, spoke in opposition. He in chi Of to own and op- 
charged that giving the city coun- The Philli ci parkir ts, a 
cils condemnation powers against, proved 23-6 . f Fort Worth’s 
local property owners was “an. Hudson B ! VI devel- 
infringement of their constitu-' Wood, Ty] 1 
‘ di 
Oh, Oh--More Tape Recordings 
‘ ‘% 
AUSTIN He j p} i nat pathy 
More ta} ecordings—that, the; of tl ( 
Observer can report, is the big have i Ob- 
nev the naturopath-bribery Dr. G intil the 
VE 3 atior his 
We have learne from an un-;iin s¢ 
impeachable Austin source th tl - 
Dr. Robert Spears has provided Travis 
pe recordings pertaining to leg- I . Esthe 
islators and naturopaths in 1954 ! chee I I Santi of 
and 1955. Dr. Henry Schlichting, cash ot ib- 
Midland, has c ‘roborat« d details gis] lve n 
“names and places.” billls in 1955 veril ibpoenas were five 
Dr. Esther Giroski, Houston na- Dr. Howard Hart { naturopaths. Dr. Raymond 
turopath who was to be be fore , turopaths’ presiden H of Dallas said “they casued 
the grand jury Tuesday with Drs. | recording to “tra} I to kick in $1,100 in 1955.” Dr. 
Santi and Schlichting, told the | E. Cox during a con. n Schlichting gave another state- 
Observer in Houston: |which Cox accepted to a $5,000 ment to Department of Public 
“He has a number of them .../ bribe to pull down his 1 bill Safety investigators. 











Let those flatter who fear, it is not an American art. 
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“For those who are dedicated to 


—JEFFERSON 


in istory 


would be in a position to command 

















1¢ Ipp Cc <( es 
) es 
, reojst | 
e& Dp regist 1D 
7 
( ) | esty D es 
en s. It G € 
s€ es Opport ty s¢ l 
Ie ) ( ) P rtv Lit rs t iit 
LL. : +1 . 
Oo ont ( their sx ps 1 


Lovely, but 


I’m Hungry’ 


























C4 1 yroperly 

] +] — 
s L€ >. 3 S CC Lil€ pre- 

1 . 
es p | conflict. It 
Would give meaning and effect to 
yatiorms. . 
t ¢ tira } > 
~ ( eC ls ¢ will SCC 
to « ts nat 1 makine this a 
2 state 


Daniel 
O, Govern or ante 


Daniel has wasted 
leadership on such par- 
tisan nonsense as the Pool bill and, 
now, the anti-Democrats of Texas 
bill. We regret, therefore, that we 
cannot share his enthusiasm for the 


so-called crime commission. 


Governor 


ich of his 


this pan, any governor 
before a kind of super- 
duper state grand jury any charges; 
then the investigators could, in full 
public view, pillory 
governor had accused. ‘The 
tialities of the plan _ for 

bad enough; the poten- 
tialities for abuses of fundamental 
berties are even more alarming. 


Under 
could lay 


whomever the 
poten 
political 


use are 


[las this generation not yet had 
enough of the modern rack and 
the public iny 
thumbscrew, the public 
tion? Have we not yet seen enough 
innocent men called before the T\ 
cameras and maligned by innuendo, 
suspicion? ‘This 
has 254 counties, and every one of 
those counties has regular grand 
juries; it seems to us this is plenty 
of machinery for the apprehenson 


( »f cri Oks. 


thunipscrew, estiga- 


inves tiga 


slandered by state 


[t is a shame that Daniel has 
backed off from his natural gas tax. 
Instead he is telling the teachers 
they'll have to take less than he 
pr mised to seek for them, and he is 
nancing even this by a raid on the 
public school fund and a raise in the 
cost of education in the state’s col- 
leges. ” is a weak yielding to the 


ol gas interests to whom he ap- 


parentiv Teeis obligated. 


On the other hand, we share the 
Governor's desire that the insurance 
commission be “reorganized” (a eu- 
phemism tor reformed). John Oso- 
rio, the present chairman, has am- 
ply demonstrated his total irrespon- 
sibility by releasing for public read- 
ing those portions of his confiden- 
mvyersations with the 
ernor which he thought would re- 
dound to his personal benefit. Under 


Gov- 


Lladl Cc 


the circumstances we see no good 
reason tor leaving in office the for- 
Allan Shivers. 


er iega!i aide to 


\Ventz has 
doubt of any 
L participant 
in the improper hijinks of Commis- 
sioners Byron Saunders and Gar- 
land Smith, and he has been a com- 
petent commissioner of fire insur- 
ance companies. He was nonethe- 
less one of the three commissioners 
while serious mistakes of public pol- 
icy were made, and he does not 
seem adaptable to a more modern 
conception of an integrated commis- 
sion. 


Commissioner Mark 
1 e 
Devt nd any 


proved 
1 $ «3 1 
Kind that he Was never 


While we have not been politi- 
cally friendly with Governor Dan- 
iel, we think he is entitled to an in- 
surance commission of his own 
choosing so that he may have more 
authority during the insurance col- 
lapses ahead for which he will be 
expected to take some of the respon- 
sibility. 








Ohe Cexax 


Incernoretine The State Observer, combined 
with The Fast Texas Democrat 


APRIL. 23, 195/ 
Homnie Dugger, Editor and General Manager 
Bob Bray, Associate Editor 
Sarah Payne, Office Manager 
eecond<lass matter April 26, 1957, 
La Uittiee at Austin, texas, ender the 


act ‘of March 3, 1879. 


eunered 


baerucr 


"Ze 6 
We will serve no group or party but will hew 
bard te the truth as we find it and the right as 
we see it We are dedicated to the whole truth, 
to human values above al! interests, to the rights 
of mar as the foundation of democracy; we will 
take orders from none but our own conscience, 
and never will we overlook or misrepresent the 
truth to serve the interests of the powerful or 
cater to the igneble in the human spirit. 
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Ah for Dear, Dead Days 


MARSHALL 


It is the French, I believe, who 
have classified leaders as those of 
the head and of the tail. The first 
determines his course and sets out 
on it; the second follows the mob’s 
course. As attributed (I think in- 
correctly) to Robespierre (as he 
stood an a Paris street): “There 
goes my mob, I must join it and 
find where it’s going, so I can lead 
z 

Our senior senator is presently 
attempting to find which way his 
mob is going. He has propounded a 
questionnaire and distributed _ it 


Franklin Jones 








among his constituency, even in- 
cluding the writer. In it he seeks 
answers to some twelve inquiries 
on subjects as varied as whether 
postal rates should be increased to 
whether our government should 
confer with “governments of which 
we disapprove” on peace plans or 
“follow policies which would with- 
draw us from the rest of the world.” 


Now, of course, what’s 
worrying the senator is whether 
Texas Democrats are _ following 
policies which mean they are with- 
drawing from the rest of the sena- 
tor’s political life. But we must take 
the matter as though it were seri- 
ous. 

No blueprint is furnished show- 
ing how the neat trick of withdraw- 
ing from the world may be brought 
about, presumably because a later 
poll will determine this. We should 
expect such tail leadership from one 
who has kept his sails free to shift 
his course for every favorable wind. 
Here he is in Washington with ac- 
cess to information the electorate 
could not hope to have and he takes 
a poll on what our foreign policy 
should be instead of setting a 
course and explaining to the people 
why. 

Not that anyone desires a man 
on a horse in the Capitol; but we 
should all be weary of the endless 
buck-passing and cloakroom fixing 
that has been characteristic of the 
Eisenhower administration. 

The only time our senior senator 
has moved boldly fas been when he 
was dealing from a stacked deck in 
state conventions ‘of the Demo- 


really 


cratic Party, as when he and Mr 
Rayburn kept our national commit 
teewoman out of the conventior 
hall at Fort Worth. 

Otherwise he has run with Ik 
For example, the two contrived 
weaken the hand of both the execu 
tive and legislative branches by 
promulgating the Eisenhower do: 
trine for the Middle East. Thereby 
an histor precedent was set: the 
chief executive acquiring from Cor 
gress the power to act in emerge! 


cies that he already possessed. \Vill 


not this precedent curtail the ind: 
pendent power’ And has Congres 
thereby yielded in advance 
power and duty to have an account 
ing from the eXecutive as to the use 
made of the power? —Buck, buch 
who’s got the buck? 

But be of good cheer! If the sen: 
tor discovers the people are begi 
ning to find Ike out, away we'll g& 
with him!—with Lyndon, as usual 
leading the mob. 

Ah, for those dear 
when the strains of the 
Waltz could be heard from a \Vhit 
House pianist with a firm, if blunt 
touch, and when there was a sig? 
on the desk of the chief executi 
reading, “The Buck Stops Hers 


de ad da \ 


The Listening Post 


Robert G. Spivack, Wash- 
ington columnist, reports to the Ob- 
server that “Ouil-rich Texas spends 
an average of $255 per year per pu- 
pil” in its schools and has insuffi- 
cient schoolrooms for 55,590 of its 
students. The average for the cou 
try is $295 per pupil. “The average 
autoist spends more than $300 
year on gasoline,” Spivack says. 


, Corpus Christi Caller note 
the Young Democrats’ convention 
took a stand “against Johnson and 
Rayburn and for Yarborough,” says 
this may mean Yarborough, holder 
of an “immensely important U. 5. 
Senate place ... has become the log- 
ical leader for loyalist-liberals ” If 
Republicans leave the Democratic 
primaries, says the Caller, the loyal- 
ist-liberals can win important state 
posts in 1958 “if they can find the 
right candidates.” 


.... A newsman at the Young 
Democrats’ convention in Dallas 
observed, “Experience covering po- 
litical conventions has taught me 
there are always two sides fighting 
for control—the side which won 
and the side which maintains it was 
robbed.” 


Atty. Gen. Will Wilson has 
reportedly been discussing running 
against Governor Daniel in 1958. 
He has received some feelers fr&ém 
conservatives and has put some out 
to liberals. 


Tom Mocre, the Waco DA 
who got so many votes in his race 
against Wilson for attorney. gen- 
eral, is reported moving toward 
“middle ground” in preparation for 
his next race. 


.... We inadvertently leit the 
names of medical lobbyists Phil 
Overton and Jim Dannheim out of 
our lobbyist issue last week. We 
didn’t mean to slight them. Any- 
body else left out need only call it 
to our attention. 


The Texas Manufacturers’ 
Assn. reprints a letter from Frank- 
lin Jones in the April 2 Observer's 
“Stump” as evidence the Texas As- 
sociation of Plaintiffs’ Attorneys is 
“trving to thwart the effort of em- 
ployers and labor to find an equita- 
ble solution” to the workmen’s com- 
pensation problem. 


.. The Observer has now heard 
from enough sources to confirm the 
report that Lyndon Johnson re 
cently jumped a group of Texas la- 
bor leaders in Washngton for “con- 
doning” the Observer, which has 
been somewhat critical of the sena- 
tor editorially. He was assured the 


unions have no investment in the 
Observer, but to no avail: he con- 
tinued to blame them for criticisms 
ot him in these columns. 


Rep. Wade Spilman, McAl- 
len, chairman of the House Cox 
committee, feels that any criticism 
that the lobbyists in general have 

it been investigated (as in the 
()bserver three weeks ago) 
» be directed at the House at large, 
not at him. It is his position that it 
has not dawned on him that the 
House intended to direct such an 
investigation by its resolution au- 
rece ae 


soriat 
ought 


iorizinge his committee’s probe. 


~~ Rep. Jean Hosey, Galveston, 
asks what’s wrong with being spon- 
sor of a narcotics bill and repre- 
senting a client charged with a nar- 
cotics offense. A story from Galves- 
ton published here pointed this out, 
and Hosey thought it ought to be 
added that every accused person is 
entitled to a lawyer. 


.... Senator George Parkhouse, 
Dallas, said the Observer mis- 
quoted him a week or so ago when 
it quoted him on the _ following 
question on the Code of Ethies bill: 
“\When a man won't live by the 
eoddam Ten Commandments, how 
is the legislature gonna legislate 
morals for him?” Parkhouse said he 
“sure didn’t say that.” He indicated 


that if he had used the wor 
was likely with reference 

Code of Ethics and certainly n 
the Ten Commandments. “11 
words it was a matter of 


> “99 4 
nlaced 


eoddam 7 \nswert 
house. “That was abou 
.... The San Antoni 
supporting Governor Dan 
tor reorganization ot t 
department, said, “Tex: 
insurance commission 
the slightest taint 
needs an agency to reg 
dustrv in the best intet 
policyholders.” 


Legislators have gr 
shy over the recurrent pu 
concerning retainers, payofis, 
ance scandals and other m 
a look Magazine pl 
took pictures in the Senate 
one member was heard to 
I hope this isn’t another rel 
what occurred under the p: 
ministration .... The past 
be dead and gone.” 


Senate Leader _ fol 
churns up such nervous energy 
he can’t sleep nights. He ha- 
seriously of giving up thi 
ship to relieve the tension. Hi 
tors. who have seen hin 
one heart attack, have ordered 
to “take it easy.” 


Nails and Hammer, Please 


NEW WAVERLY 

With insurance companies crash- 
ing down around us like rotten trees 
in a high wind; and naturopaths 
lurking behind = stinging nettles 
called tape recordings: and grand 
juries bringing in indictments 
against newspaper editors and 
publishers for printing proven 
truths and against citizens for mak- 
ing affidavits to proven facts; and 
wicked persons tossing acid in faces 
in attempt to blind one man and 
scare a lot more; and_ legislators 
trving to pass laws to make us like 
‘ad about that 
political partv on 
their ballots: and eovernors with 
bluff a iwhole 


those countries we re 


have only one 


cohorts trvine to 


ereat state of 234 counties into pay- 
Ine one 1 17 $15,000 to lo what 
citizens have always done for them- 
elves thout salary 


With all this to think about, shall 
we recline upon a mossy bank and 
sing Tra-la-la, Spring is here: and 
we have elected Yarborough: and 
the drouth is broken; and the price 
of cattle has improved; and_ the 


bluebonnets are blooming; 


first quail is inquiring if the 
are ripe’: and the idea of a 
clothes for Easter ent 
dreams? 

Or shall we, 
ing, take a notch in our bel 
shift our shooting irons a litt] 
ther forward like the sheriff 
the whodunnits and journey 
tin to take an inventory of 
left of our once proud ¢ 
anything? If we decide 1 
[ suggest that we take alo 
nails and a hammer to 
what is left. 

For reading matter to go 
on I suggest the Saturday 

le 


Post arti “Those Texas - 


' iratiy 
NMuratiy ¢ 


eee , 
aais, Nov. 12; the Lo 
article, alk Cs¢ Scandalous 
ia ns oe a , 
Texas ;, sue two Ha Cl 
on Texas's corrupt 

New Yorker's Lette ( 

° 1 ° 1 T 
ington dealing with Te 


money in the U.S. Senat 
(modestls ) my ‘comment’ o1 
Hitl Miller's New 
on Wemocratic 
style. 


Republic 
Leadership, 





Annual Sessions 
Need Is Clear 





, 


Missouri 





AUSTIN 
th the Legislature now work- 
the final month of its regular 
lays and dozens of important 
still awaiting action, it be- 
more obvious than ever how 
the need for annual legislative 


Mlembers of both the Senate and 


committees have 


e linance 


rked long and hard compiling 
$2 billion plus appropriations 


ure. Conference committee 


ibers are still burning the mid- 


il to come up with a final 
1g bill at the earliest possible 
entatively May 1. 


they are successful and the 
ill is completed by then. the 
ill still emerge so late in the 
that the teacher pay in- 

e and other spending measures 
le to receive only a mini- 
, attention. With time run- 
horter and shorter in regular 
it is unlikely that a taw bill 
sor{ can be passed to get 
mev' for teachers or tor any 


the mammoth — biennial 
bill is one of the greatest 
assage oi, any legts- 
ch xan se 
7 ot the most 
TI biennial bud 
- ( nvast i 
rted out t 
ting tax d 
deliberately 
( 
( ae Cl j 
: 
rois 
‘me ae 
bu t . 
( \s Rep. (¢ 
] 
‘ ( the « ‘ 
! ] ( plo ( ( 
] ( oO the ? ext 
= he id f i177 l 
( hould trv 
( twe eat id- 
y 
( 
department heads ask for all 
nev they can get and try to 
doled out to them with as 
gos attached as possible. 
is no. question that the tax- 
of Texas would get a great 
ire fGr their monev if annual 
were held and an annual 
< danted 
biennial budget matter is 
e important reason why an- 
ession should be instituted. 


is that bv meeting annu- 
legis il] have just 


as much opportunity to be- 


aware of the needs and the 
of the people. The lobbyists 
ve more than twice as much 
do to delay and sidetrack 
The eventual result 


e that the state might vet its 

] 1 ] . . "4 > 

scandals really cleaned 

’ stopped, decent care 

11101 il aid tor its il] and 

i chools 1 dozens ot 

| sO hich even 
~—— 

hest state could 


Drew Pearson 
\V ASI IINGTON 


national REA 


en me that I’m 

( iris leal 

ohnson last r to 

P Daniel of Texas 
Yarborough, 1 the 
in Texas. Glad to 
tement, though it’s not 


staff told Texans at the 


tal t 


7 r on gol 77119071 ar 
Price-Yarborough race. 
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SEGREGATION BILLS 


(Continued from Page 1) 
Negroes from taking part in its 
deliberations. (8) 

There has been a similar de- 
velopment with regard to the 
right of Negroes to serve on 
juries. The latest and most far- 
reaching decision held it was not 
enough for Dallas County to put 
exactly one Negro on every grand 
jury. Nor proper 
by which the grand jury commis- 
sioners picked persons for the 
jury whom they knew personally 
to be qualified. when the com- 
missioners were acquainted with 
few if any Negroes.(9) From these 


was a system 


examples it may be concluded 
that it will not be enough that a 
system is provided by which 


Negroes may theoretically attend 
with white children, nor 
that a few Negroes are so 
admitted. Instead. as. was 
in the Dallas grand jutv 
“The basis of selection cannot 
consciously take color ac- 
Such is the command of 
Constitution."110) Any plan 
which consciously takes color into 
plan which is en- 
a discriminatory man- 
will 


school 

even 
said 

case 


into 
count 


the 


account. any 
forced in 
ner though fair on its face 
be held invalid. 

4 In passing on the validity of 


a statute. a court is not ¢ ynfined 
to the bare words of the law. but 
all evidence as 
to the purpose of the statute. No 


laudable to ptofessed 


consider 


mav 


matter how 


goals of a statute. it will ot sur- 
vive constitutional attack if the 
court fairly concludes that its 

a1 purpose is to preserve seg- 
regation. Judges will not ‘“‘shut 
our eyes to what all others than 
we can see and understand.’’(11 
A few vears ago Alabama adopt- 


ed a constitutional amendment 
which purported to make a gen- 
applicable to 


registration as a 


requirement, 
for 
voter. But when the local federal 
court found that -the circum- 
stances and history surrounding 
the origin and adoption of the 
amendment. as well as the cam- 
paign material used to secure its 


eral 


everyone, 


adoption. showed that its purpose 


vas to keep Negroes from voting. 


it held the amendment uncon- 
stitutional, and the Supreme 
Court affirmed this action.(12) 


Only 


this vear a Virginia statute 


for transfer of school 


held unconstitutional 
from 


providing 
le wae 


pupils $ 


because the court found 





examination of the report of a 
legislative commission, a speech 
by the governor. and other laws 
enacted at the same time. that 
the purpose of the law ;jwas to 
preserve segregation. (12) 

5. Pe ms cannot go to the 
courts for relief against a claimed 
deprivation of their constitutional 
rights until they have exhausted 
t administrati' remedies 


which the state provides and have 
been unable to their 


remed- 


vindicate 





rights through those 
ies. (14) But the state administra- 
eX- 
obviously 
part of a plan 
on its intended to 
segregation(16) ‘or are 
nndulv 


remedies need not be 


tive 
hausted if 


utile(15) or are 


they are 


which face is 
preserve 
en time-consuming as to be 
onerous,(17) or if the state stat- 


provide 


ute is too indefinite to 
guidance for those who are © 
administer the state remed- 
ies. (18) 

6. There is another possible 


proposition which deserves men- 
tion. Shortly after the Supreme 
Court held segregation urconsti- 
tional. a distinguished federal 

ur “The Consti- 


not 


enti -f that: 
court said of tha 


other words, does 
require integration. It merely for- 
bids discrimination.’’ (19) These 
words have been widely quoted 


throughout the South, not only 


tution, in 


by courts but also by legislative 
commissions and others interest- | 
ed in preventing integration. I 
believe that the quoted passage 
is not useful for analyzing the 


proposed Texas legislation be- 
cause, as commonly interpreted, 
the court’s remark begs the ques- 
tion. It assumes that there is 
some third choice available other 
than segregation or integration, 
and this is the very question 
which decide. It is 
worthy of note that not a single 
plan for dealing with the schools 
other than by integration has yet 
approval of any court. 
Until a plan is found which ends 
segregation without requiring in- 
tegration, it seems to me safer, 
as well logical, to as- 
sume that these are mutually ex- 
alternatives. 


we must 


received 


as more 


clusive 


In the light of these proposi- 
tions, it is now possible to evalu- 
ate the bills being considered by 
the Legislature. 


School Bills Now 


Before the Legislature 


Three of the bills which the 
Legislature is considering seem 
to meet all constitutional require- 
H. B. 238 creates a Joint 
Legislative Committee on School 
The bill 
1» bearing one way or the other 


ments 


Assignments 


nm segregation and is perfectly 
valid. And there can be no rea- 
sonable challenge of H. B. 236, di- 
ecting the Attorney General to 
defer all litigation attacking 


segregation in the schools. It is 

Texas. Yather than the federal 
courts. to decide how its Attorney 
is to be employed, and 
authorizes 
isl: At- 
torney General such duties as it 
tesires. (20) 

Finally H. B. 232 is 
It exempts from the 
law any 
from an 


General 


} TielateiuiY + vite 
egisiature to give 


the 


innocuous. 
compulsory 
child 

ithdraws integrated 
publie school. provided the child 
then attends a non-integrated pub- 
lie school. All this amounts to is 
a child is not compelled to 
go to one public school if he is 
properly enrolled in another. The 
distinction the bill draws between 
“integrated’’ and ‘‘non-integrat- 
ed’’ public schools is unimport- 
since if there cannot con- 
stitutionally be any ‘‘non-inte- 
srated’’ public schools, the dis- 
tinction is unenforceable. 

It seems equally clear that 
other bills are unconstitu- 
tional on their face. 

H. B. 65 provides for local op- 
to determine con- 
l of a dual 

1 system. This runs afoul 
§ Proposition One above, since 
it permits continuance of a dis- 

‘iminatory school system. And 
it is elementary. as the federal 
Court of Appeals said in the 
Mansfield case, that ‘‘public and 
to the de- 


rttendance who 





that 


ant 


three 


yn elections 


- 34; 
r anc or iDboe11tION 


private opionion as 





lity of desegregation in the 
mmunity” is irrelevant in de- 
lining whether segregation 


must be ended. (21) 

H. B. 235. authorizing grants to 
students withdrawn by their par- 
ents from integrated schools, to 
be used by them for tuition at 
segregated private schools. can 
hardly survive constitutional at- 
tack. Indeed it is quite possible 
that it violates the Texas Con- 
stitution.(22) But in any event 
the authorities cited for Proposi- 
tion Two above are applicable. 
Indeed the analogy to the ‘‘white 

rv” cases is very close. It 
‘ust as much “state action’’ 
to pay the tuition of students to 
attend segregated schools as it is 
to operate such schools directly. 
Fourteenth Amendment pro- 
hibits such state action, no mat- 
ter which form it takes. 

The last bill in this group poses 
a closer question but on balance 
seems unconstitutional. H. B. 234 
states that no Negro student at- 


The 


arit 


ltending a school designated as 


“white” and no white student at- 
tending a school designated as 


itself has | 


“Negro”’ shall be included in 
computing the number of pupils 
in the school in order to deter- 
mine how many teachers are to 
be allotted to it. It is true, as 
the Governor’s Advisory Commit- 
tee on Segregation says, that “‘the 
courts have not undertaken the 
task of directing the legislature 
as to how the schools are to be 
financed.’’ But it is also true that 
the Constitution prohibits the leg- 
islature from taking race con- 
sciously into account in its de. 
cisions. If School A, with 100 stu- 
dents, receives twice as much 
state aid as School B, which also 
has 100 students, and the only 
reason for the difference is that 
all the pupils in School A are of 
the same race, while the enroll- 
ment of School B is equally di- 
vided between the races, then the 
students at School B, white and 
black, have been denied the equal 
protection of the laws. 


Pupil Assignment Laws 


Four of the bills before the Leg- 
islature are examples of a type 
legislation, now very popular in 
the South, known as “pupil as- 
signment”’ or ‘‘school placement’’ 
laws. The general theme of such 
laws is that broad powers are 
given to the local authorities to 
assign students to various 
schools. Any application to trans- 
fer from one school to another 
must be passed on by the local 
authorities, who are given a long 
list of factors to consider. If 
‘uch a transfer is denied, or if 
the initial assignment is unsatis- 
factory, provision is made for 
administrative appeals. 


Bills of this sort do not overtly 
preserve segregation. If they 
said that the authorities were to 
assign all of one race to one 
school, and all of the other race 
to another school, they would 
carry their own death warrant on 
their face, under Propositions 
One and Three stated at the out- 
set. The popularity of such legis- 
lation stems, rather, from two 
factors. First, it is the obvious 
hope of the draftsman that the 
criteria other than race which 
direct the local authorities 
to consider, such things as ‘‘the 
home environment of the pupil.’’ 


thev 


“his compatibility with the chil-! 


in that school.” and ‘the 
adequacy of the pupil’s academic 
preparation for admission to a 
particular school and_ curricu- 


lren 


lum,’’ will result in all Negroes 
ending up in one school] and all 
whites in another. But here it 
vould seem that a dilemma is 
posed. If this is the result, if 
these elaborate’ statutes are 


merely a subterfuge for the pres- 
ervation of segregation, then the 
under the third of the 
ropositions stated at the begin- 
will hold. schemes uncon- 
stitutional. This in fact has al- 
ready occurred with regard to a 
rather naive form of such a law 
enacted in Louisiana.(23) And if 
this is not the result, if assign- 
ments are made on a really non- 
discriminatory basis which takes 
account only valid educa- 
tional factors. if white and Negro 
students are freely intermingled, 
the draftsmen of such bills are 
likely to be keenly disappointed 
in their product. 


courts 


ning, 


into 


But there is another element to 
be considered. As seen in Proposi- 
.tion Five, persons must exhaust 
their administrative remedies be- 
fore seeking court relief against 
unconstitutional action. Federal 
have refused relief in 
cases arising from Maryland, 
North Carolina, and South Caro- 
lina because the persons involved 
had not gone through the ad- 
ministrative procedure set up by 
the state and been.denied assign- 
ment to an integrated school. (24) 
Thus it is thought that the re- 


courts 





quirement of exhaustion of ad- 


_ministrative remedies will surely 
‘delay, and may permanently de- 


ter, Negroes from gaining admit- 
tance to white schools. So they 
may, though in other cases from 
New Orleans, Charlottesville, Ar- 
lington, and Newport News it has 
been held that one of the excep- 
tions stated in Proposition Five 
applied, and that exhaustion of 
the administrative remedies was 
not necessary. (25) 

There are important differences 
among the four pupil assignment 


laws now before the legislature. | 
Indeed they are so different, even | 


contradictory, that it is hard to 


believe that the legislature can | 


intend to adopt all four. These 
differences bear importantly on 


whether the bills would be re-| 


garded as_ unconstitutional on 
their face, or otherwise so de- 
fective that exhaustion of ad- 
ministrative remedies would not 
be necessary. 

H. B. 233 seems surely uncon- 
stitutional. 
tion of schools as ‘‘white’’ or 
‘‘Negro,’”’ requires a tentative as- 
signment according to race, and 
provides absolutely no standards 
tvhatever to guide the school au- 
thorities in passing on applica- 
tions for transfer. Even assuming 
that the lack of the standards is 
made up by other bills by the 
same authors which set out a de- 
tailed transfer procedure, the 
initial assignment according to 
race is bad on its face. The Con- 
stitution is not satisfied by let- 
ting a few Negroes attend white 
schools, any more than it is by 
putting exactly one Negro on 
every grand jury. Instead it re- 
quires that race be not’ con- 
sciously taken into account, and 
race surely has been taken into 
account when the initial assign- 
ment, though called tentative, is 
based exclusively on race. 

Two other bills, H. B. 231 and 
H. B. 237, are less overtly dis- 
criminatory but still carry so 
many evidences that they are in- 
tended to deter integration that 
they are not likely to survive at- 
tack. H. B. 231 is virtually iden- 
tical to an Alabama statute which 


has not yet been tested in 
court.(26) Though it does not 
mention race one way or the 


other in the long list of factors 
to be considered on applications 
for transfer, it does provide, in 
Section 8, that no child shall be 
compelled to attend any school 
in which the races are com- 
mingled. And in Section 3 it de- 
nies authority to local boards to 
carry out ‘‘any order’’ requiring 
admission of students to a par- 
ticular school except on. the 
boards own finding that such ad- 
mission is consistent with public 
policy. It should not be hard to 


see in this an attempt to pre- 
serve segregation. This comes 
close to the Virginia plan, al- 


ready held invalid,(27) by which 
transfers were to be made in the 
interests of ‘‘efficiency,’’ where 
another statute declared that 
only segregated schools are “‘ef- 
ficient’? schools. H. B. 237 con- 
tains an explicit statement—sur- 
prisingly lacking in H. B. 231— 
that ‘trace or color is not a rea- 
sonable factor’’ in passing on ap- 
plications for transfer. But it 
gives the lie to this in the very 
next section by stating that a 
child may transfer from a school 
designated for the other race to 
one designated for his own race 
without needing to have the per- 
mission of the local board. If, as 
the bill provides. eleven specific 


elements ‘‘and any and all other | 


reasonable factors which the local 
board sees fit to take into con- 
sideration” are relevant in 
transferring from School A to 
School B, why are they not rele- 
vant in going from School B to 
School A? The only answer given 
by the bill is that in the latter 


instance the student is seeking to 
transfer to a school designated 





It calls for designa- | 


for his own race. But just as the 
| legislature cannot require stu- 
‘dents to attend a school provided 
only for their own race, so it can- 
not make it harder to gain ad- 
mission to a school attended by 
students of the other race than 


it is to gain admission to a school 
for the applicant’s own race. 
“The basis of selection cannot 
consciously take color into ac- 
count.”’ 


The final pupil assignment bill 
is H. B. 831, easily the best- 
| drafted of all the bills and the 
one most likely to be upheld by 
the courts. Considered in a vac- 
uum, it is completely unobjec- 
tionable. It purports to be ad- 
| dressed to ‘‘the problems of in- 
creasing enrollment and of mak- 
ing maximum use of _ limited 
school facilities.’’ It states spe- 
| cifically that race or color are 
not to be considered in assigning 
students. The initial assignment, 
j}unless the school board orders 
otherwise on an individual basis, 
is to be on a geographic basis, 
|rather than on existing patterns 
of segregation. Unlike the other 
|three assignment bills, there is 
nothing in the bill itself to indi- 
cate that it is an attempt to 
preserve segregation. ~- 


Because the bill is proper on 
its face, it is probable that per- 
sons claiming discrimination 
under it will be required to ex- 
haust their administrative reme- 
dies, which in this case cannot 
take more than a _ not-unreason- 
able 75 days. And if the bill is 
administered in good faith, it 
might well be a perfectly proper 
and desirable means of making 
the transition from segregated to 
integrated schools. If it is ad- 
ministered in bad faith,: if local 
boards find that ‘‘the moral, 
ethical and cultural background’’ 
of every Negro in the area is so 
different from that of every white 
child as to require assignment 
to different schools, the courts 
will be able to remedy the situa- 
tion. 


If there is a valid criticism of 
H. B. 831, it would stem from 
the other bills considered at the 
same time. Under Proposition 
Four at the beginning of this 
analysis, it was shown that the 
courts will look to other mater- 
ials, including other legislation 
enacted at the same time, to give 
meaning to the bare words of a 
law. Indeed the report of the 
Governor’s Advisory Committee, 
on which all of these bills are 
based, says: ‘“These measures 
cannot be considered as separate 
measures but must be viewed as 
a whole. They are designed to be 
most effective when utilized 
thusly.”’ 


Viewed as a whole, the entire 
package is replete with evidence 
that it is an attempt to preserve 
segregation. The Advisory Com- 
mittee itself has called on local 
officials to ‘“‘utilize every legal 
means at their command to 
avoid and circumvent compliance, 
and to maintain a dual school 
system so long as the people of 
this State and the local communi- 
ties desire it.’’ H. B. 232 states 
| that ‘‘forced integration”’ is ‘‘con- 
trary to rights of the individual.”’ 

H. B. 235 makes a similar an- 
nouncement. H. B. 236, authoriz- 
ing the Attorney General to de- 
fend integration suits, recites that 
“existing and future laws, rules 
and action maintaining segregated 
schools and avoiding forced inte- 
eration can be effective only to 
the extent same are enforced and 
prompt defense made to any at- 
tack thereon.” Other bills, in re- 
spects already noted, show on 
their face that their purpose is to 
preserve segregation. It would not 
be at all hard for a court to say 
that House bill 831, though inof- 
fensive itself, is part of a general 


‘Continued on Page 5) 
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Segregation 
Bills and the 
Constitution 


(Continued from Page 4) 
plan intended to preserve segre- 
gation that it must be read in that 
light, and that so read, it is itself 
unconstitutional. 


Non-School Bills 

The last two segregation bills 
are not concerned with the public 
schools. H. B. 32 bars members 
of the NAACP from employment 
by the state, and school district, 
county, or municipality. This is 
pretty certainly invalid. Even 
though there may be no “right” 
to public employment, it has been 
held. that “constitutional protec- 
tion does extend to the public 
servant whose exclusion pyrsuant 
to a statute is patently arbitrary 
or discriminatory.” And the Court 
has told us that a government 
may not “enact a regulation pro- 
viding that no Republican, Jew, 
or Negro shall be appointed..’’ (29) 
On the other hand, a state may, 








of course, refuse to employ com- 
munists. The test, in every case, | 
must be whether denial of em- 
ployment to a particular group is| 


a reasonable attempt to anticipate | 
some danger which the state has 
a right to pervent. It would be 
surprising, indeed, if the flimsy 
reasons set forth in H. B. 32—that 
the NAACP has “encouraged andj 
agitated the members of the Ne- 
gro race in the belief that their | 
children were not receiving edu- 
cational opportunities equal 
those accorded white children,” 
that its teachings are “contrary to 
the principles upon which the eco- | 
nomic and social life of our States | 
rests.” and the rest of them—were 
held to meet this test. 


to 


H. B. 239, requiring persons} 
who advocate racial integration | 
or segregation to register with | 


the Secretary of State, poses the | 
difficult constitutional questions | 
of the twelve bills under consid-| 
eration. The Supreme Court has! 
held unconstitutional a Texas 
statute requiring persons to reg-| 
ister before makng speeches in 
support of labor movement. say-' 
ing “a requirement that one must 
register before he undertakes to| 
make a public speech to enlist | 
support for a lawful movement is 
quite incompatible with the re- 
quirments of the First Amend-, 
ment.” (30) And it does not save} 
the bill that its stated purpose is 
to combat “interracial tension | 
and unrest.’’ The Supreme Court) 
said in another case that “a func-| 


| Carson v. 


tion of free speech under our sys-! 
tem of government is to invite| 
Cispute. It may indeed best serve | 
its high purpose when it induces | 
a condition of unrest, creates dis- | 
satisfactions with condititions as 
they are, or even stirs people to 
anger.” (31) On the other hand, 
the Court has upheld an Tlinois| 
statute which punished a man for | 
peaceably circulating petitions | 
which said very unkind things a- | 
bout Negroes, and called for seg-| 
regation of Negroes into a ghetto. 
In upholding this law the Court 
said that the state has power to 
take reasonable steps to curb ac- 
tivities which “promote strife and 
tend powerfully to obstruct the 
manifold adjustments required for 
free, ordered life in a metropoli- 


| would not let REA exp 
{urban areas. 


| Dorsey Hardeman tear 


| ams, 


| (4th Cir. 





tan polyplot community.” 


istration in advance. 
held that it is a reasonable bal- 
ancing by 
conflicting desires 
free speech and to prevent racial | 


tension. But it can just as well be | Wieman v. 


argued that the speech in ques- 
tion does no more than cause 
public unrest, that the registra- | 
tion requirement would deter | 
such speech and that the evil in- 


(32) | 
Since H. B. 239 does not prevent | S.E. 2d 660 (1955). 
speech, but merely requires reg- | 
it could be} March 1. 


the legislature of the| 


Lobby, Water Bills Pending 


(Continued from Page 1) 
has any influence,’’ Moore said. 
“Some members, including mv- 
self, have been criticized OT aP- 
pearing before state ooards. It is 
not a good priciple of govern- 
ment... “2 we were paid $1,000 
a munth, we could give up our 
law practice before these state 
agencies.’’ The Senate rejected 
his amendment. 

The Senate adopted the Pool 
bill to require runoffs in sena- 
torial or cnogressman-at-large 
special elections. Sen. Herring 
tried to substitute his plan to 
have the governor appoint office- 
holders in such situations but the 
Senate refused 17-6. Sen. Floyd 
Bradshaw of Weatherford pro- 
posed that if no cnadidate got a 
majority in a special election the 
Senate would meet and select a 
winner from the two high men. 
Responded sponsor-Senator Grady 
Hazelwood, Amarillo: ‘‘If we had 
done that in this (last) election, 
we would have been torn limb 
from limb. We’d have had seven 
million people down here on our 
backs.”’ 

A Senate committee approved a 
compromise in the REA dispute 
which would let REA co-ops serve 
urban clients who were in rural 
areas whe nthey first started 


' getting REA service but which 


and in such 


saw Sen. 
up and 
wastebas- 


Senate state affairs 


dispatch to a nearby 


| ket the shreds of his rewrite of 
ithe lobby 


registration bill. He 
was angry when the committee 
wouldn't proceed to consider it 


volved is not so serious 
tify the state thus 
speech. The could 
my guess—but as to this bill 
it is no more than that- that 
the statute would not be upheld. 
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without « week’s delay. 

me Senate’s public health 
panel approved a compromise 
bill that would permit opthalmic 
dispensers to continue to operate 
| eedtiaaant requiring them to be 
licensed. House-Senate conferees 
worked on a compromise on the 
state advertising amendment 
which would defer until subse- 
quent legislatures the decision on 
whether private sources will be 
required to contribute part of the 
cost until subsequent legislatures. 

Speaker Waggoner Carr said he 
would abide by the majority 
it selected him for a second term. 
Reps. Joe Burkett, Kerrville, and 
Ben Glusing, Kingsville, indicat- 
ed they’re still running for the of- 
fice. Reps. Jack Bryan, Buffalo, 
and Will Smith, Port Arthur, are 
also announced candidates. 

Rep. W. S. Heatly, Paducah, 
charged Gov. Daniel of joining 
the “brewery lobby’’ because he 
advocated adjusting a proposal 
he vetoed to scale down the state 
license fees on second and sub- 
sequent brewery establishments 
to match up with the existing 
chain store tax scale. 


OTHER LEGISLATION cleared 
the House and Senate. 





higher speed limits on fast roads 
(ike toll roads and controlled ac- 
cess expressways) and to build 
| expres inside city limits 
and condemn property for this 
purpose. 

By voice vote agreed to a bill 
requiring al certificates 
to wrecked or junked cars to be 
turned into the Department 
Public Safety within 30 days. 

Passed 74-59 Rep. 
Sanders’s bill to increase the 
gross weight load limit for trucks 
from 58,000 to 72,000 pounds. 





sways 


salaries after tabling 80-57 an 


dum the bill requires. 





| Senate a bill giving Harris Coun- 
|ty another congressman and 


of title | 


Barefoot | 


amendment to make the raises ef.- | 
fective without the local referen- | 





THE SEGREGATION BILLS 


SENATE DRIVE 


Five of the eight seg iti Council ; leaders, said the group 
bills passed by the H e have| would meet under the Confeder-~ 
been scheduled for put hear-/| ate statue. 
ing Wednesday by the Senate Anti - segregationists .in the 
state affairs committee. The com-| House battled to try to weaken 
mittee chaiman is Sena Ward-/| the proposals by amendment, but 
low Lane, Center, who is going to} when key vote moves failed, they 
direct the bills in the Senats abandonied delaying actions and 

Rep. Reagan Huffmar Mar-;|simply yoted “no.” The results 
shall, said that Lane is “going to| showed that there were approxi- 
mastermind the handling mats 35 firm anti-segregation 
bills, although they wi be | bill votes in the House. 
spread out among other senato! The bill exempting integration 

The bills to come up for hear-| protestants from compulsory 
ing provide, in various methods,!schoo] attendance passed 105-35; 
that white and Negr students | assigningk students by race to seg- 
will not be integrated ir blic | regated schools 94-37; providing 
schools and that NAACP mem-/ grants #) withdrawn students for 
bers cannot be employed by any|their private education, 88-46; in- 


the attorney general to 
104-27; 


structing 
defend segregation suits, 


state supported institutior po- 
litical subdivision. 


Pressure for passage of the bills| and requiring persons advocating 
was increased after Senators! racial integration who tend to 
Henry Gonzalez, San Antoni cause racial “tension or violence” 
and Abraham Kazen, J Lared to register with the Secretary of 
stated they would filit State, 85-49. 
block the measures if neé¢ Rep Woolsey, at the end of the 

Members of the Great: went to the back mike and 
ton Citizens Council ar Galena | said: 

Park Citizens Council sch led “I mgve that when the House 
a meeting on the Capit djourns today it do so in honor 
| Tuesday to support } f f tl f the ght of local self-govern- 

The House: | segr gation bills. J. M V ent which has died an untimely 
| Agreed to give the Highway! one of the Houston ( ieath in this House today.” 
|Department authority to set! 


of 


Postponed a week the bill rais- | 
ing city firemen and policemen | 


Adopted 91-47 and sent to the! 


| changing eight other districts but | 


jleaving Rep. Sam  Rayburn’s 
small district undisturbed. 
Adopted resolutions calling for 
\Legislative Council studies of 
| state finances, the park system, 
and a state narcotics hospital and 


|for an interim study of _ the 
House’s committee system. 
Passed 91-25 a bill requiring 


Texas to declare its Thanksgiv- 
ing holiday on the fourth Thurs- 


?|day of November in conformity 


‘with the federal holiday (but only 
after hearing Rep. Pete Mat- 
thew, Yoakum, exclaim: ‘‘You’re 

| cutting in half the number of 
| turkeys we can sell’’). 

| The Senate: 

| Unanimously adopted and sent 

ito the House Sen. Crawford Mar- 
tin’s bill to establish a state se- 


{curities commission to take over | 


|\the regulation of insurance se- 
|curities (now regulatéd by the 


| Insurance Commission) and other | 
| securities (onw regulated by the, 


Secretary of State). 
| Passed 28-3 Sen. Doyle Willis’s 
| bill letting women manage their 
| own separate estates. 
| Killed outright, after crippling 
"| with amendments, Sen. William 
| Fly’s proposal to regulate pro- 
fessiona engineers. (‘‘Just an- 
other closed shop bill,’’ said Sen. 
Andy Rogers, Childress.) 
Approved Sen. Abraham Ka- 
zen’s plan to let about 300 job- 
bers collect the state gasoline 
tax instead of the 60 refiners and 
wholesalers who do it now. 


Voted 26-4 to take up the $200 
million water program to let the 
state buy federal reservoir space, 
indicating easy passage this 
| week. 





A Free Newspaper 


Since 1954 7 as | Nn We aging a 
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WACO 

If the objective, | scrupu- 
lous, and frequently defini- 
tive approach to Shakespeare | 








B. Iden Payne at the} Univer-| Costumes and make-up carried | tively engaged in founding 4| challenge, 


AS BAKER SEES HAMLET 


evinced in the produ¢tions of| the lines that emanate from it.|In fact, now that Baker is ac- the right and left hissing their 


Horatio as Honest 


sity of Texas could! be lik-| through this approach with ap-| theater in Dallas, this production | Suqjer emerging from the for- 
y ier ging 


ened to the condu¢ting of| propriate 


Toscanini, then —*, 
highly stylized an 
technique that 

utilizes in his production 


“Hamlet” at the Baylor Theater | sides of it, proved an apt setting. dramatizing 


could only, in the mogt honor- 
able sense, be compar¢d to the 
conducting of Stokowski. Just as | 
this prehensile interpreter (who 
must now be considered Hous- 
ton’s own) was one of the lead- 
ing exponents of the contempor- | 
ary in both music and recording | 
techniques and one whose sub-| 
jective interpretations had al 
sound all their own, so Baker has | 
availed himself of everything! 
from cubism to Freud, to stage} 
Shakespeare in a manner indis-| 
putably his. 


\ 

This manner first attracted ao 
tional attention some four years} 
ago when “Othello” was pre-| 
sented with each of the main | 
characters broken down into their! 
respective psychological selves 
and with a different actor as- 
signed a separate psyche and all 


stylization, and 


Charles Laughton came, saw, and 


was conquered, spread the word, ! 


and returned last spring with 
Burgess Meredith to assist Baker 
in reworking “Hamlet.” 


It is more or less this same 
production that is playing again 
in Waco, sans Laughton, sans 
Meredith, sans everyone, in fact, 
except some forty or so talented 
students and the Baylor Theater 


Staff which includes. designer 
Virgil Beavers, assistant director 
Mary Sue _ Birkhead, coaches 


Juana de Laban and Gene Mc- 
Kinney, lighting consultant Ruth 
Byers, and of course, Mr. Baker, 
himself. Whatever cne may think 
of it as Shakespeare, the produc- 
tion remains vital, exciting Thea- 
tre and should be seen by all 
those concerned with the future 
of the medium in the Southwest. 





. a 2 : | 
novel! ater, in which the audience sits! come. 


the 
conflict of the play, 


you might well suspect, taken his | the production, 
from the scene in Gertrude’s| more of the original text than I, 


cue 
chamber where the spirit is aoe 
by the prince but not by her, | 


the| of “Hamlet” could be considered ward Som, 
the | unique design of the Baylor The-| by itself as a portent of things to| of his next-t jast speech to For- 


to intone a portion 


tinblas, Hamlet in ¢rjplicate pass- 


Paul Baker | in swivel chairs as a sort of a| IN IT, Baker has quite literally | im@ through trailing Wiens of a 
of| peninsula with the stage on three given up The Ghost. Since he is| soliloquy behind him, ana ais 
psychological | Somant chords reverberating re- 


he has, as|lentlessly from the wings. And 


which includes 


for one, have encountered in 
three previous presentations in as 


placed The Ghost solely in the; many different mediums, is fre- 


' 





Harris Green 








quently a revelation of a tren- 
chant and unique kind. 


It is strangely moving, for in- 


member the Hon. James P. Hart! stance, to hear the three Ophel- 


mind’s eye of the Honest, Human | 


ias (Jearnine Wagner, Mary Lou 


Side of Hamlet, and assigned its | Hoyle, and Joan Pickford) recite 


insinuations of murder and incest 


in unison and in awe the “... As 


to the two remaining natures who | I was sewing in my closet” speech 


implant it with whispered stealth.' and know that all 
Though this throws the opening | this 
scenes out of kilter, Baker has Hamlet’s 
their portentous ef-| Pompous Old Man side of Polon- 
evening | ius (beautifully done by Charles 


maintained 


fect by beginning the 


with one of the most chilling bits | Hathcock) 
jangled| and begins to bestow his hack- 


of staging that this 


the being of 
troubled by 
When _—itthe 


green girl is 
behavior. 


turns from  Laertes 


viewer has ever endured: the neyed advice upon his own other 


night watch vaguely perceived to | selves 


to their great delight, 








White Defended 


To the Editor: 


While I think Jo Cc. W 
was in ae anc pe ° 
ish to enter the Senat s 
hand has be s ( 

3 € gh. It is 1 ice 

vera De: ( ~ ir } Texas 
Observer to dest St g ar 
aggr essive \ ng eral politi- 
clans. We h e So fe 

I recall t J .. is 

friend in ne i r é ie 
in the dark davs of the 1952 Ei- 
senhow onslaugl He came t 
us as the featured speake the 
only name politician we could get 


out of Austin, to lead off the 
Stevenson presidential ¢ampaign 
in Corpus Christi 

I remember 
Garrett no remembers 


aouot 





And that Negro dentist, a Dr 
Garcia, and those pa hacks 
and union shop stewards and 
other little people who lheld to- 
gether the shreds of a! shaken 
Democratic Party in | Nueces 
County and _ carried Corpus 
Christi for Stevenson. When the 
right opening appears, John 
White will have lots of votes 
coming to hin 

ROBERT N, JONES 

3002 Dutton, Dallas 


‘ 


Lawyers’ Ethics 


To the Editor: 


.. the Dallas and Fort Worth 
Bar Associations have given at- 
tention to the th of thei 
members in a joint eting held 
here recently. I have found the 
great majority of attornevs to 
men of excellent character and 
worthy of the trust that a g 
license imposes. Nevertheless 
some attorneys \ eer ng 
a legal licens is a t 
for public piracy eviden 
hy recent articles in your 

During the f s 
Dallas Bar Associat - 
cuted a ull and pat 
of attorr The publi ( X 
with interest to s¢ vhet! 

ill take t 
strong, entrenched type of attor- 
rev who has caused these n - 
strous wrongs. When justice is 


strong the same 


meted out to the 
as to the weak, then public con- 





ence 1n @ &§ € 
‘ 
MRS. JOHN E. IVY 
22 South Windomer Dallas 
. 
From Maverick 
To the Edito - 
It is the 1 ‘ning aft the Sen- 
t | I al t at I st rs 
I communicate with is one Ron- 
Dugger and eaaers 
Whil I have known vict 
t e I eve ran for office 
ct remains tnat most the 
t in n fe I have know de- 
t. At t struck e as be- 
tn Vay auring m three 
erms in the Texas House of Rep- 
Sentatives 
; ; 
I pe that some of the time I 


is a good legislator and I know 


there were times when I 
s a good legislator. This 
ning I think about the time 
I ran out on the resolution 


Professor (Clarence) 


Ayres out of the University of 


Texas as did every liberal in the, aminers” on the theory that a| Texas and if by any remote 
House with the exception of a|;skunk by another name would | chance he could have, I am sure 
brave little guy from Beeville, smell like a rose. | that he could not have delivered. | 
Texas, by the name of Johnny Notwithstanding the change in| OSIE CAUBLE 
Barnhart. I went to the men’s| terminology in H.B. 433 as finally | 319 W. 7th, Corsicana 
room when the voting went on,}| reported from the stacked state | (See Drew Pearson's column 
where I ran into some of my best | affairs committee, the proposed this week for Ellis’s denial of the 
friends. As a matter of fact it was “examiners” would have all of Pearson report the Observer 
rather overcrowded. My father|the corrupting power formerly | published, and to which Mr. Cau- 
telephoned me (the only time he, vested in the proposed commis-| ble, manager of the Navarro 
ever telephoned me on one of my | sars If the working man) County Electric Co-op, replies | 
votes) and asked why I did it and doesn’t have enough sense to see | 2bove.—Ed.) 
where in the hell was I when the, that the creation of this group of | ™ 
vote took .place. I told him. He’ roving commissars will invite the | Fan Mail 
called me an “Outhouse Liberal” claim agents to pick one of them | To the Editor: 
— his language was not up and travel through the coun- “The Texas Observer and the} 
early that refined. I'll never get try settling cases for less than|N. Y. Times are my only reliable | 
that as long as I live My they are worth, he is more stupid | sources of information.” — Nick 
i man could be rough en h +) than I think Fortunately la- Johnson, 710 E. 191% St., Austin. 
inted bor is now on record as being “Your paper .... is the only 
A v da at I, for tl irst, against H. B. 433, or at least the, one I get that will tell the truth 
f d t about a man by CIO is about things in regard to the ICT 
of James P. Hart, Chan- FRANKLIN JONES Company of Texas and its col- 
( f the University of Texas Marshall lapse, and things in general.’’—C. | 
He i tt let th gisla - P W. Arnold, Associated Petroleum 
nd tl stood Story Denied Employees, Box 571, Crane, Tex. 
s of college p s- , To the Editor: “Thank you so much for your 
( I note with much interest an help in getting Ralph Yarbor- 
ticle in your April issue in ough elected.’’—Mrs. Ruby Wor- 
This 1Y hich you state that Mr. Clyde then, 627 N. Oregon, El] Paso. 
fou U.S. Sen-| Ellis, the general manager of the “Enclosed the subscription 
s defe d r| National Rural Electric Coopera-, price We have to have some- 
g a that U.S Su-/|tives Association, Washington, D. thing up here to get the news.”— 
Court decision on educa-|C.. made a deal with Senator Jack Garey, 5015 San Jacinto, 
on should be recognized as the| Lyndon Johnson that if Senator. Dallas. 
aw the land, after having! Price Daniel would vote for the “You're sure doing a wonder- 
called for reasonable standards| Niagara Power Bill in the Senate ful job.” — Mrs. Harold Register, 
of inquiry by congressional com- | that Mr. Ellis would see that the 2817 Prescott, Corpus Christi. 





s stand or 
\ inmer! 
cs. He d 
aignits a ¢ n 
iving a kind i about any 
i nis ponents 
And so I express my con- 
tulations and best wishes for 
I Raly Yarborough whom I 
supported every time he ran for 
Gover but most of all I re- 
member the Hon. Jams P. Hart 


ustin. He is a good man. 
MAURY MAVERICK. JR. 


709 Maverick Bldg., San Antonio 


‘Commissars’ 
To the Editor: 

When the band of roving bu- 
reaucrats called “commissioners” 
in H. B. 433 (workmen's compen- 
sation amendment) were 
the TMA 
moved in to save its brain child. 


It sought to sugar-coat the bill 


terized as “commissars,” 


| your 


charac- | 


| 


FieS SEM Rust 


Texas 


Governor over 


REA people in rted 
Mr. Daniel for 


opponent, Judge Ralph Yarbor- 


supp 


his 


the records straight, let 

that Mr. Ellis made no 

deal with tl REA people in 
dge, at least 


Texas, to my knowle 


not with 1 of 1e cooperative 
that I happen to manage. I per- 
sonally have always supported 


alph Yarborough, which is com- 
mon knowledge, not that I had or 


have 


Baker achieves a most meaning- 
ful effect by weaving such pre- 


vious lines as “Though yet of 
Hamlet our dear brother’s death 
be green in counterpoint 
with subsequent scenes. And 
when the three Hamlets echo and 
lash out the great soliloquies, the 
lines haunt and sting as rarely 
before. 

Few, too, have been the pro- 
ductions that have so effectively 
presented the ominously presence 
of the Norwegian army or the 
havoc unleashed on the court by 
the play-within-a-play. Even 
when Baker and his associates 
fall back upon so much arbitrary 
busy work (as in the scene in the 
queen’s chambers) or merely pre- 
sent a conventional staging (as 
in the duel) or miss the point 
completely (as in the grave-dig- 
ging scenes) or retain something 
that fails to fit into their scheme 
(the swearing after the “visita- 
ion” of The Ghost), the result has 
so much of the _ choreographic 
about it and is so visually effect- 
ive that it can almost be viewed 
as one could abstract painting: as 
technique apart from content and 
for itself, alone. 


The only drawback to the en- 
tire production is that Mr. Baker 
and his staff have been so busy 
with the question of style, which 
auite frequently they have an- 
swered brilliantly, that they ap- 
parently spent little time on the 
query they should have put to 
themselves from the very begin- 
ning: namely, Is this the proper 
approach to “Hamlet”? Certainly, 
I started to wonder whether or 
not I was being led a round-about 
way the minute I saw in my pro- 
gram that the three sides of Laer- 





in particular 
Daniel, but it 
started sup- 


anything 
Governor 
that I 


“ani ~¢ 
gainst 


just happens 


porting Judge Yarborough in 1952 


and continue@ through the Senate 
race which he recently won, and 
for this I have no reservations. 


I hope you will publish this in} 


Texas Observer so that the 


records will be straight regarding ! 


this matter as far as I am con- 
cerned. I am sure that Mr. Ellis 


could not have entered into such | 


3 : | : 
by calling these commissars “ex-;2 deal with the REA people in 





tes were to be Callow Youth, 
Happy - go- lucky Brother, nd 
Young Hellion and realized that 

1 were practically interchange- 
able. What else was Polonius but 

Pompous Old Man? Mr. Baker, 
who may be the only person in 
50 irs to see in that upright 
young ick Horatio a Mystical 
and Mysterious Mind, could proe 

de no answer to that, since he 
merely lumped Polonius Two and 
Polonius Three under the general 
heading Shadow Polonius, which 
lis meaningless, and then gave 
them very little to do. In fact, 
| the other sides of Claudius and 
|Gertrude do little else but echo 
| certain lines, and the fact that 
'Tvan Rider and Mary Sue Birk- 
‘head who, I think, are the most 
articulate of their triplicates 


| 

| seemed good enough to play their 
‘roles unassisted speaks for itself, 
The big lack, though, is ir 
Hamlet. It is not the Honest. Hu- 
ja an Side the Matricidal Side 
or the Courtier who instructs the 
' players (which may be why Mr. 
| Samer gave part of that speech 
eway). Nor is the same gracious 
youth who apologizes to Lacrtes 
prior to their duel the one who 
causes the carnage afterward 
(yet Mr. Baker would have it so). 
Nowhere is there an intellectual 
side of Hamlet in this production 
of the first play written about an 
| intellectual! And yet, paradoxi- 
cally, three heroes are too many, 
'for Hamlet’s death leaves us 
| strangely unmoved, feeling not a 
sense of but, instead, “One 
down, two to go!”’ 

It would that, instead of 
deeply the substance 
Mr. Baker and his 
have rather honey- 
! combed it in such a fashion that 
the very intricacy of their efforts 


! 
} 
or 


loss, 


seem 
going into 
of the 


associates 


play, 


is not the thing; the production is. 
| And though Mr. Baker has not 
|said the last on Shake- 
| speare, he may begun an 
| cntirely new chapter on Theatre. 


has proved rewarding. If they 
| have not taken us beneath the 
| surface, then they have surely 
| performed a decorative feat upon 
| that surface that is quite inter- 
| esting in itself and, I think, well 
| worth seeing. For the play here 
| 


word 


have 
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 
Notice is hereby given tiat De- 
Witt Nelson, doing business as 
Nelson Typesetting Company, 
has heretofore on November 1, 
1956, incorporated such firm un- 
der the firm name, of Nelson 
Typesetting Company. 
This the 5th day of April, A.D., 
NELSON TYPESETTING 
COMPANY 
By DeWITT NELSON 





IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
THE UNITED STATES FOR THE 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF 
TEXAS, DALLAS DIVISION 
In the Matter of American Atlas 

Corporation, Bankrupt 

No. 4496 in Bankruptcy 
Notice of Hearing on Trustee’s 

Application to Sell Property 
To All Known Creditors: 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Trustee, Emery Wiley, has filed 
in this court his application for 
authority to sell certain property 
belonging to the above estate as 
set out in said application reading 
as follows: 

* * * 

“The petition of Emery Wiley, 
Trustee in Bankruptcy of the Es- 
tate of American Atlas Corpora- 
tion, Bankrupt, respectfully rep- 
resents: 

Among the assets of the estate 
in bankruptcy is the Northeast 31 
feet of Lot 1 in Block C /563 of 
Worthington’s Addition to the 
City of Dullas, Texas, according 


to the map thereof recorded in| 


Vol. 86, page 191 of the Deed Rec- 
ords of Dallas County. Texas, and 


being more particularly described | 


as follows: 


Beginning at the North corner| 
of said Lot 1 on the Southeast | 


line of State Street: 


feet. more or less to its East cor- 
ner, being the Northwest line of 
an allev: 

Thence, Southwest and along 


the Southeast line of said Lot 1.| 


31 feet to the corner of a part of 
said Lot 1 conveved bv E. M. 
Baker et ux to Avolette Doxey et 
ux by deed dated March 19. 1926 


recorded in the Deed Records of | 


Dallas County, Texas; 


Thence. Northwest along the} 
Northeast line of said Doxey lot,! 


150 meet more or less to the 
Southeast line of State Street: 
Thence. Northeast along the 
Southeast line of said State Street 
31 feet to the place of becinning. 
That the aforesaid property was 
purchased with funds belonging 
to American Atlas Corporation 
and title to the same taken in the 
name of Joe A. Irwin, President 
of the bankrupt; that thereafter 


" J. A. Irwin, by warranty deed | 
dated September 1, 1955, and ac-| 


knowledged on that date con- 
veyed title to said property to 
David W. Gay: that said deed 
from Joe A. Irwin to David W. 
Gav conveved title to the afore- 
said property to Emery Wiley, 
Trustee in Bankruptcy of Ameri- 
can Atlas Corporation, bankrupt; 
that between the date of Septem- 
ber 1, 1955, and this date. federal 
tax liens were filed of record in 
Dallas County, against J. A. Ir- 
win and J. A. Irwin, Inc.; that 
American Atlas Corporation owns 
all right, title and interest in and 
to the aforesaid property; that A. 
D. McNabb has offered to pur- 
chase all the right, title and in- 
terest of the estate in and to the 
aforesaid property free and clear 


of all federal tax liens against | 


American Atlas Corporation and 
against Joe A. Irwin and/or J. A. 
Irwin, Inc., and to pay therefor 
the sum of $5,350.00 in cash: that 
said price is the highest and best 
price obtainable for said prop- 
erty: that said price is equal to 
the present fair market value of 
said property and that the accept- 
ance of the offer and sale upon 
such terms to A. D. McNabb 
would be in the best interest of 
the estate. 

Wherefore, your petitioner 
pravs that the creditors be circu- 
larized herein and upon hearing 


hereof he be authorized to accept | 


the offer of A. D. McNabb 
on the right, title and interest in 
and to said property free and 


clear of all federal tax  liens'| 


against American Atlas Corpora- 
tion and against Joe A. Irwin and 
J. A. Irwin, Ine., for the sum of 
$5,350.00 in cash.” 


** * 


NOTICE is hereby given that 
this application will be heard by 
the Court at a hearing which is 
called to be held at ten o’clock 
A.M., at Room 330 Federal Build- 


ing. Dallas, Texas, on April 26.) 
1957. at which time and place all 


ereditors and others of interest 


may appear and approve or op-| 


pose the granting of such order 
of sale by the Court. 

Dated at Dallas. Texas, this 16th 
day of April, 1957. 


T. WHITFIELD DAVIDSON, | 


Judge. United States 
District Court 


THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 


In the name and by the authority | 


of the State of Texas, 


TO: Daniel J. Adams, 
residence is unknown and B. B. statutory tax liens thereon for an order concerning the prope: 
Adams, Sarah E. Adams, S. H.| taxes due the Plaintiff and the ties of the parties: Plaintiff fur-| the Southwestmost corner of the 
Black, C. A. Stringer, T. H. Ad- d 
Annie McKinley, Virginia 


mentioned persons who may be | 


stockholders of any of the above 
mentioned parties 
which may be corporations, de- 





the successors, heirs and assigns | 
of such corporate officers, 
and stockholders, 
and any and all persons, includ- | Defendants, 
ing adverse claimants, owning or | dered in said Court on the Ist 
having or claiming any legal or|@ay of March, 1957, in favor of | 
equitable interest in or lien upon the said Plaintiff for the sum of | 


the following described property 








being situated in the County of | 


as follows: Lot Four (4) in Block 
One Hundred Sixty-nine (169) of 
the original City of Austin, Texas, 
according to the map or plat of 
said City now on file in the Gen- 
| eral Land Office of the State of! 

Thence. Southeast along the! 
Northeast line of said Lot 1, 150! 


, Hamilton by Deed dated Decem- 


ords of Travis County, 


| the following amounts: $75.02 
interest, penalties 


this suit in addition to the taxes 


costs thereon, allowed by law up 
to and including the day of judg- 


sons, and the State of Texas and 
the County of 
Austin Independent School Dis- 
as Defendants, 
filed on the 14th day of January, 
1957, in a certain suit styled City 
of Austin vs. Daniel J. Adams, et 
al, for collection of the taxes on 
said property 
now pending in the District Court, 


District, and the file number of 
said suit is‘105,923, that the names 
of all taxing units which 
and collect taxes on the property , 
hereinabove described not made 
parties to this suit are, NONE. 
Plaintiff and all 
units who may set up their tax 


quent ad valorem taxes on 
and in addition to the taxes, 
lowed by law thereon up to and 


establishment 
and foreclosure of liens, 
securing the payment 
as provided by law. 
All parties to this suit, includ- 


intervenors, shall take notice that 
claims not only 
were delinquent on 
property at the time of this suit | 


coming delinquent 
any time thereafter up to 


penalties, and costs 
lowed by law thereon, may, upon 
request therefor, 
herein without further citation or 
| notice to any parties herein, and | 
|all said parties shall take notice | 
of and plead and answer to all 
claims and pleadings now on file 
and which may hereafter be filed | 
in said cause by all other parties 


42 days from the date of issuance 


units above named who may in-! 
respective tax claims against said 


You are hereby commanded to 
appear and defend such suit on 
the first Monday after the expir- 
ation of Forty-two (42) days from 
and after the date 
same being the 
day of May. A. D., 1957 (which is 
the return day of such citation), 


53rd Judicial District of 
Travis County, Texas, to be held 
jat the courthouse thereof, then 


judgment shall not be rendered 
for such taxes, 


NOTICE is hereby given as fol- | ests and costs and condemning tiff further alleges that no chil-| dividing line between the Tho- 
| said property and ordering fore- dren were born of said union! mas Gray Survey and the Burke 
whose | closure of the constitutional and and that no necessity exists for; Trammel Survey for 2744 varas 


to iron stake in stone mound at 


Thomas Gray Survey,’ which 


taxing units parties hereto, and ther prays for relief, genera 
point is also the northwestmost 


those who may intervene herein, special; 


S. Welch, W. M. Welch, Annie, together with all interest, penal- All of which more fully ap-| ‘ eee of said Wm. McCutcheon 
James ties and costs allowed by law up: pears from Plaintiff's Original | “820% fc . 

Sands, Fannie S. Adams, Nellie to and including the day of ples Petition on file in this office and | Thence &. @0" E. along the di- 
Draper, William Draper, Harriet ment herein, and all costs of this| to which reference is her: ela ene between the be we-wr a 
Adams, Elizabeth suit. | 2 ie Sion fe not served] oo cae es ee ee 
Peoebe A. Cromwell, Charles C.| Issued and given under my, within 90 days after dat f i fe ol Race i ga Mo De 
¢ Emma F. Gill, and! hand and seal of said court in the | issuance, it shall be retur? | how é ver I ono Fe nd 6 “9 said 
William. Gill, all of whom are City of Austin, Travis County, | served. S sdivision ‘and containing "300 
non-residents of | Texas, this 11th day of April, A.D.| Witness, O. T. Martin, J k | acres of land, more or less; said 
1957. of the District Courts of T is| tract of land being the identical 

or owners of the property herc- | O. T. MARTIN, JR., County, Texas. ract of thirty (30) lots contain- 
inafter described or any interest | Clerk of the District Courts, Issued and given ing ten (10) acres each, which is 
therein; the heirs and legal rep- Travis County, Texas hand and the seal of said ( t at described and set forth in the 
office in the City of Aust 4} Plat of said ae ao Po 

representatives | een | the 5th day of April, 1957 Book si, at Page 967, 0 a 

of each of the above named and | tel bie oor mau O. T. MARTIN Ji . ner arr ae lheonag Baers gro Fa 


Clerk of the District 





Said 











deceased; and the corporate offi- | of Sale issued by the Clerk of the Travis County, T Third Party aintiffs ] 
and_| District Court of Travis County,| By GEO. W. BICKLER D Third Party Plaintiffs allege 
| Texas, 98th Judicial District, on | ee ee that on or about Jaauary 1, 1957, 
the 8th day of April, A.D. 1957, eens hey 1ny 6s ae wee 
in a certain Cause No. 105,224, THE STATE OF TEXAS vd Sy . as a? a 
funct or otherwise, together with| herein the Farm and Home Sav-| TO Thomas Gray, T eee ak Tae Rese 7 sal Gaining 
lings and Loan Association is|Grey, Thomas Kenn: Ann'| title ndividually to the aaa 
Plaintiff, and Vesper Lee War-| Kenney Mason, W. R | thee lobe mek aut ae deseteedl tn 
wick and Mildred Warwick, are; Clarissa Kenney Burden, W , deed of partition recorded in 
judgment was ren-|J. Burden, John C. Li Mla V 610, pages 268-275 inclusive, 
Jane Lee, R. H. Griffin, Marti Deed Records of Travis County, 
M. Kenney, Allen M -| Texas: Third Party Plaintiffs 
field, Chas. O Sorel E. 7 e.claiming title jointly to the 
Six Thousand Seven Hundred ; Moore, R. F. _Campbell 4 nds described in Plaintiff A. S. 
delinquent to Plaintiff herein, for | Thirty-one and 32/100 Dollars ...: Seg a bg tt: —" E Hull’s Original Petition, as heirs 
taxes, to-wit: All that certain lot,| ($6,731.32), with interest thereon Walt x diaaaes Senda 3 nd devisees af <harheh, See. Sar 
tract or parcel of land lying and| at the rate of 6 per centum per} Porcter. Dora Brooks. PV i = ae 4 ; se Pa ge — — 
annum from the Ist day of March, gers H. B Seiders R. 2 Aer Boos cae anna py po 
fens together with all costs of Felix Hollis, each of Lots 2, 3,4 8 and 12 in the Sub- 
j Suse, f sons, if living, and if ‘ r of the Thomas Gray 
AND, judgment was also ren- sons are dead. then tl BS sasccan ah “pecorded in Book 37 
dered in said Court on the Ist. heirs and legal represer 567. Deed Records of Travis 
day of March, 1957, in this Cause,’ of each and all of t ntv, Texas: claiming title to 
{in favor of the United States of named persons, and 1 lands by virtue of the five 
America, for the sum of Seventy- Known heirs and | t i ten ‘and twenty-five year 
nine and .25/100 Dollars ...... atives, Third Party Def tatute of limitatic 
($79.25), with interest thereon at in the hereinafter st Thi Party Plaintiffs further 
the rate of 6 per centum per an- MUMered Cause. pl ment removing cloud 
num from the 1st day of March, sou, ane eech ; t for costs of suit and 
1957 hereby commands ral_and special; 
: P fore the 126th Jud , f whinkh mare Sulle ana 
I, on the 8th day of April, A.D. Gourt of Travis Count . on Se ee 
1957, at 11:24 o'clock A.M., have po held at the C Rg gpa de Fags 
levied upon, and will, on the 7th cajq County in the Cit ng Mei gee A 7 teases ae ye 
day of May, 1957, that being the tin. Travis Countv. T a ga ae eee oe 
first Tuesday in said month. at before 10 o’clock ieee a rt - 
the Court House door in the City the 6th dav of Mav. 19° Tf eitatinon is not served 
of Austin, within legal hours, swer the petition of T ; dave after date of its 
proceed to sell for cash to the Plaintiffs in Cause N 17.54 t shell be returned un- 
highest bidder, all the right, title which A. S. (Mac) H rved 
and interest of Vesper Lee War-'tiff and Mrs. Dor T Wit O. T. Martin, Jr. 
wick and Mildred Warwick, as Widow; Mrs. Edna Th e} f the District Courts of 
man, joined pro for r Travis County, Texas. 


the same existed on the Ist day 





of March, 1957, and at all subse- — Henry L, _W Issued and given under my 
quent dates existed and still ex- pO 4° “eo had dl nd arid the seal of said Court 
ists in and to the following de-|picband. Chester A} ; t e in the City of Austin. 
scribed property levied upon, to-| qo em . 8th day of March, 1957. 
‘oie PEORSE pers Mary Thiele Callan, joir O. T MARTIN, JR 
wit. ; aav =| f0rma by her busbar J I Cletk of the District Courts 
Lot No. 16, in Block A + in) Callan; Fred W. Becker ' Travis County, Texas 
Burnet Heights, a subdivision of! trude Becker. a feme n GEO W. BICKLER. Deputy 
a part of the George W. Spear!’ Mrs. Bertha Thiele Achill : , wie 
League in the City of Austin,! Defendants; and in w j — 
Travis County, Texas, according/ Petition of Third Party I ff . IFF’ 
to the map or plat of said Burnet | Mary Callan, joined by ! Z — — ¢ : pried Order 
'Heights recorded in Volume 5 at! band, John F. Callan; Mrs. |! Pi gg te , #., the’ Clerk a 
Page 39 of the Travis County Plat | Thiele, a_ widow, ir ’ the 98th District Court of Travis 


thi ic and as independent 
Records, to which reference is a aabaes 7s AF Thiel > Texas. on the Ist day of 


here made for all purposes, to- % see mms wie 
gether with all ioeowenmente a ae pa a Wideman, | Aouse Ni ee Ba age oo 
thereon, including specifically the oracle lag ye sat ae Tex; s Builders, a corpora- 
water heater and venetian blinds. joined a omg : ion, is | ‘intiff. and Ramon R. 

THE ABOVE SALE to be made Freund: ‘Bertha Achill Coronadc. and Minnie Coronado,. 
by me to satisfy the above de-| through her Guardiar 


ie Elmira ‘H. Saenz, Enrique L. 
scribed judgment for $6,731.32, in| Laurie Freund: Albert 1} Saenz 


a ri 

._ Efuardo Herrera and Reg- 
favor of the Farm and Home Sav- Fred W. Becker I 
ings and Loan Association, for Becker, a feme sole 









) MW. Herrera, are Defend- 
in /which Order of Sale, 
men{ was rendered in favor 


nite 


the foreclosure of Plaintiff's ven- Party Plaintiffs ! 1 
|dor’s and deed of trust liens on| Gray, Thomas Grey y f the Plaintiff, on the 5th day of 
the above described property, Kenney, Kenney Mason, W. I! M: Poige £1957 Bes ete 
and for the foreclosure, subject to Mason, Clarissa Kenney Bure agains 4 De a ommaie. 
‘the rights of Plaintiff, in favor of | William J. Burden, John C. L + Hanley q a a oe Hundred 
the United States of America on Mary Jane Lee, R. oe “eu ee Praag ie and no-100 ($398.00) 
for its tax lien in the amount of ee _M. Kenney, _ ‘Dollars. with interest there- 
70 OF : : Stubblefield, Charles ( 1} in 1 rest (ner 
$79.25, together with the costs of ET Moore RF C on at the rate of 7 per centum 
said suit, and the proceeds ap-| Siedler. I 'R nas 7 ner annum from the 4th day of 
plied to the satisfaction thereof. Duble. Thos. Chubb. w T 7 October 1956, together with all 
T. O. LANG, Sheriff, Walter Gresham. Frar B sts of suit. and for the fore- 
Travis County, Texas, F&rster. Dora Brooks. P. W. ¢ sure of Plaintiff's Contractor’s, 
By HENRY KLUGE, Deputy.’ ders, H. B. Seiders, R. N Mechanic’s and Materialman’s 
April 8, 1957, Austin, Texas. Felix Hollis. each of , en, against all of the Defend- 
~ ring nd if } _ ants 
sons, if living, and i of April. 1957. 


y | sons are dead, then t} ? r I. on the 4th dav 
CITATION BY PUBLICATION | (0Us ound leonl represent at 9:50 o'clock A.M. have levied 


THE STATE OF TEXAS «| each and all of such abo upon, and will, on the 7th day of 
TO Gayle Brice, Defendant, in| persons and their unknow1 ; May, 1957, that being the first 

| the hereinafter styled and num- er legal representati\ E Tuesday in said month, ‘at the 
| bered cause: gene Wilson, A. S. Hull i Court House door in the City of 
You are hereby commanded to! other parties owning ne Austin, within legal hours, pro- 
appear before the 126th District) any claim or interest ir eed to sell for cash to the high- 
Court of Travis County, Texas,| or lots hereinafter descr est bidder, all the right, title and 
to be held at the courthouse of Third Partv Defendants: f ’ interest of Ramon Coronado, 
, Coronado, Elmira Hz. 


said county in the City of Austin,| said Court on the 18t f| Minr Ce : 
Travis County, Texas, at or be-| March, 1957, and the nat f Saenz. Enrique L. Saenz, Eduardo 
fore 10 o’clock A.M. of the first! which said Petition I Herrera and Bepmerte By =. 

r iration of | Party Plaintiffs is as foll rera the same existed on the 
ning ser te snpres Being an action and ¢ f 10th da f August, 1948, and at 


judgment in favor of Th subsequent dates existed and 


he : is t y, at or be- 3 # re : 

pang 3 po rN Mu Ag Posie Plaintiffs and against T i still exists, in and to gg prop- 
, ae zy 4 |Party Defendants for title 1 ertv levied upon. to-wit: 

| the Legg ng pH Rigor Bere possession of the followir ie- All of Lot No. Six (6). in Block 

rcnggaey ed . oe _— 4 os - | scribed tract or parcel No. Two (2). in D. C. Moore Ad- 

in Come Buber eee | to-wit: litior Travis County. Texas. 

which Billy Brice is Plaintiff and Beginning at. the Sout t-'‘aS per plat of said Addition of 


said Court on the 26 day of} most corner of said TI tra cord in Book 5, Page 37. of the 


Gayle Brice is defendant. filed in Survey, at which point Plat Records of Travis County, 

March, 1957, and the nature of q rock mound with Texas 
which said suit is as follows: and said point being th- The above sale to be made bv 
Being an action and prayer for|eastmost corner of the W M me to satisfy the above described 
and ; dement for $398.00. and for the 


judgment in favor of Plaintiff Cutcheon Labor, : 00. & 
the west 1 foreclosure of Plaintiff's Contrac- 


and against Defendant for a de-| located on 
cree of divorce dissolving the Wm. Brown Survey; — tor’s, Mechanic's and Material- 
bonds of matrimony heretofore a snence ge al jong t - m an’ _ qin favor Five eg 
an Sect — Seeeem sas Ge hase ond th 1 W rio th with the ‘one of said 
parties; plaintiff alleges cruel Brown Survey for 2744 to. suit. and the proceeds applied to 
treatment on the part of defend-' 4.1. in stone mound for cor the eatieteetion therecl 

ant towards him of such a na-| ‘Thence N. GO° W. 618 varas t TO. LANG. Sheriff. 
ture as to render their further liv-| stake in stone mound on the east Travis County. Texas. 
ing together as husband and wife }jne of the Burke Trammel Sur- By HENRY KLUGE. Deputy 


altogether insupportable; Plain-' yey; Thence S. 30° W. along the Austin, Texas, April 4, 1957 








Meaning 


AUSTIN 

It may be difficult to make 
out—from the inky headlines 
and excerpted sensations — 
the meaning of the dispute 
between Governor Price 
Daniel and Insurance Com- 
mission chairman John Os- 
orio. In fine, these matters 
are at issue: 


Political influen 


Cal 1c wal are 

> 4 n \ ’ n y 
oO pre 1 4CXas ins ce = 
i Ss Gover! Jan- 


iel or ex-governor Allan Shivers 


by kina 7 ~ - 

The kind of insurance com- 
mission Texas is to have—a cen- 
tralized agency with one adminis- 


trator 
Daniel’ 


and thra mmieeinnar 
ana tnree commiussk ers 


= ni 


plan). or am agency 
with three compartments for the 
regulation of life. casualty, and 
fire insurance lines, which Shiv- 


ers-appointed commissioner Mark 


Wentz has held out for. 








3. The question of wht: nfi- 
dont or) cf } +1} 
ential discussion can be publi- 
cized in the name f “th iblic 
trust 
Osorio nd Wentz a tl 
Shivers appointees. Osario says 
now Danie! licated i 
support s S. nfirma- 
tion t raneocad He ‘ 2 nr. 
firmed 23- Daniel ‘ nt t 
clear t gency. @f Os 

< < ¢ vas ig + k 
to rt ice 4 be ) ? 
ns pal nt 
heen « . ¢ 
I SSK C ‘ 
Cna r 

4 
oO x. 
~ <¢ ? 
S 4 e ~ 
5 S : 
Sr y r T 
mia 
“ g : 
~ ) ~ 
Wer S . 
‘ > ost + 
. , - - 
ft ~ ? 
sian’e thre $ to 2 
a a g 

Osc ) n r > + ¢ 
I Re Je Sac SKing 
specif ] t 1S, apt ntl = 
peated fr ate n\ Sations h 
the Goverr He ex} iw 
this prefa 
“Son of the iscuss 
ferred ¢t vere initiated i ef- 

aced byt th s n- 
v ed h tl juest I 
treat t liscussions in th - 
est confi This I ha r 
until now. S ve a j I 


LS 


of the Tiff 


with matters affecting a public 
trust, your right to this informa- 
tion as a member of the legisla- 
ture supersedes any personal ob- 
ligation on my part in this re- 
gard 

Apparently this means Osorio 
believes that if a — trust is 
nvolved and a legislator asks a 
state cial to eine public con- 
fidential conversations with the 


governor, it is correct for him t 

















This information” turned out 
t issertions by Osorio that 
H knew B Hall had been 
Daniel’s Dallas campaign man- 
en Hal representing 
CT sked hin + a atas< suanct 
tr show-cause ord cl sing 
_— 
After he issued the show-cause 
Feb. 7, Dar l on Feb. 10 
Csser I Cs aS LO 
th iia as going t D 
te ise the money, to keep 
by ing in eceiver- 
Tw > D ix .: askKt uu 
> \ ‘ rg r ‘ tic I VW I at h 
A t ( V 10 { T 
Ww ; 
Os so 1 said he 
i back Os s appointn 
f Os u 1 < ‘ n- 
s Os \ 
< enor t 4 I 
x , 
ns nce D t- 
I es als cnarges nc 
sent S ( 1se me 
“4 \ i f S ick 
c ; i orgar h 
oO ent a s t press re- 
Ss t tne Capit ) I im 
it statements 
n affidavit form 
igre¢ to submit to lie de te 
+ ot ‘ he . ll 
Jak Jacobsen poke for the 
Govern He w ot descend 
t ” evel of person: al attacks 
1 politic sideshows 


Legislators Are Divided 
On Workmen’s Comp 


Rates and Procedures 


AUSTIN 

Proposed improvements in 
the workmen’s compensation 
law appear in danger of be- 
ing lost in legislative maneu- 
vering and disagreement. 

The House, after one of the bit- 
st debates of the session, 


Doyle Willis’ 


tere re- 


committed Sen. 


which had already been passed } 
oy the Senate and was voted} 
down by the House state affairs S|, 
committee 

tep DeWitt Hale, Corpus 
Christi. sponsor of the Willis bill | 
in the House, pointed out that it 


had passed the Senate 29-0 and 


declared, “When anything this | 
controversial passes the Senate 


te like that the die is cast.” 


He said he w 
workmen’s 


anted to see “some 


increase 1n 


Eleven Large Counties 
Voted for Yarborough 


AUSTIN 
Ralph Yarborough carried 11 of 
the 15 largest counties in 
state in winning his Senate seat, 
an Observer check of the official 
returns shows. 
Martin Dies carried only Dallas, 





bill, | 


} eson 


|! Hutcheson 


| 18.161 


compensa- | 


' Hutcheson 


tion” and that he was “afraid if | 
don't get this bill out now 

we will have another dead-heat 
sion.” 


committee 
aprpoved Rep 


bill, which 


ifairs 


and 





vl yNen’ 
workmen s 


creases m wW 
compensation payments from $25 


to $40 weekly and makes 


Rep 
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, Ss . 287 (Wil- 
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T e 1Tl- 
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comm! itee act n 
H i that Ay ’ 
sigr $5 ls and it sti 
109 n .' ic te take action 
I've equested he sO sev- 
erai ¢t is Ss ce Ja and have- 
n't gotten then he clared. 
Heat answered that the only 
eople he had heard from who 
were interested in the bill Hale 
vas pushing “are the claims at- 


He moved to _ table 
yn to recommit the bill 
defeated. The House sent 
posal to the on 
tion before the Legisla- 
of 84-48 


le’s moti 
but was 
the nr 


1e pl committee 


represent: 
tur 


e by a vote 
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served tickets, 
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that airli 
who buy tickets but find no space 
available. 
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federal grand jury 
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e Ex- Con Ss 3as- 
( Gil 2 cet t - 

I 4 c n f -¢ Nhe 
vict lat this month which is 


Board of 
he will 


when the State 
and Paroles 


up for parole. 


fic roe 
iigures 


in 


S| green 


prank,” 


exds 


@ Officials of Arlington State 

Colllege impounded the stu- 
dent newspaper after the editor 
printed pictures and a story about 
student demonstrations against 
legislative delays in making ASC 


a four-year institution. ASC Pres- |! 
said the} 
was not because the stu-! 


ident E. 
seizure 
dents 


H. Hereford 


had printed pictures of 


higher education 


members, 


commission 
(which were about to 
be hanged in effigy 
the 


disobeved. 


but was be- 


cause dean's orders had been 


] Cc Ss 5 1 DI ct 
VsSp at Br a an- 
une I ‘ closing shop 
tk 2 to ft $ i 
edition He said he was 
k ed $325,000, but “this 
oesn't n tl pape s washed 
He set « to | $100,000 


san Antonio 1001S were 
dismissed from classes for the 


drinking water 
schools turned 


“It 


said 


mysteriously 
be 


school 


appears to just a 


one official, 


“probably East egg dye.” | 


had 


in- | 


| Vass 


| Wilson, and 
other | 


and Tarrant counties 
among the 15, 
carried Bexar. 
Yarborough won Harris County 
504 votes to Hutcheson’s 46,248. 
to the Republican’s 
by a scant thousand 
s—19,017 to Yarborough’s 
Even in conservative Dal- 
las Yarborough strong 
third. 
In 
where 


Smith, 


Bexar went 


votes 
was a 


Laredo (Webb County) 
the Martin-Kazen machine 
has been in contro] many 
Dies 4.238 to 984 for second- 
place Yarborough and 396 for 
In Duval County, 
George still has a 
of control, Yarborough 
won with 974 votes to 764 for Dies 
and 462 for 

Final returns of the voting can- 
Gov. Daniel, Atty. Gen 
Secy. of State Steak- 
h 364.6 


219,591, 


years, 


won, 


where Parr 


mé@asure 


Hutcheson. 


ley Friday: 


James 
Hart 19,739 nd Jot White 
13.879 
im) ce $ s shi Vine S 
H s ere dt 17,409 
ar I hich apparent \ i 
hav + Yarb« uch other- 
u Hi 1 5.820 


Dies Hutch. 


I 161 10,521 19.107 
( 2,880 467 545 
allas 5.886 32.564 30,709 
F! Pasi 6.840 3.592 3,39 
Galveston 7.118 3,546 


Harri 91,054 
Hidalgo 4.497 3.448 3,516 





Jefferson 11.039 9 892 4.836 
Lubbock 3.811 2,804 2,129 
McLennan 7.686 4,151 2.453 
Nueces 6.924 3.784 4.397 


Smith 3,319 
Tarrant 17,940 
Travis 10,17 
5,273 


19,486 1 
3,041 5. 
2,306 


Wichita 


Senate Oath-Taking 
Scheduled April 29 


AUSTIN 
Ralph Yarborough 
in as the new sen- 
April 29, the 
Easter recess 


Sen.-elect 
will 
ator from Texas on 
the Se 


be sworn 


day snate’s 


ends. 


Sen. Mike Mansfield (D-Mont) 


told a Washington reporter 


; choice 


“Lyn Johnson 
will be here for the 
He orked 


committee 


ion absolutely 


swearing in. 
get thr 


assignments 


hard to 


nas 


‘CLASSIFIED 


SALESMAN WANTED: 
HERE IS YOUR OPPORTUNITY 
—Good Rawleigh Business now 
available in part of Austin. Write 
for information. Rawleigh’s Dept. 
TXC-1771-502 Memphis, Tenn. 
NOTICE TO ) CREDITORS _ 
of the estate of Jesse W. Saxon, 
Deceased 
reby given t 
stan “y 


Notice 
iginal letters t 





hat or- 










h shat ¢ og 
the Estate of Jesse W. 
ceased, were ranted 
undersigned, on the 


April. by 
Travis Count 
sons having claim 
estate a 1erebyv r¢ 
sent the same to me y 
time prescribed by law 
dence and 
404 W. 26th St., 
County, Texas. 
MRS. HANNAH W 
Executrix of the 
Jesse W. Saxon, 


¢ 
ol 


re | 


post 


SAXON 


Estate 
Deceased 





FOR SALE — Transitor 
cousticon Hearing Aid. 
dition, Twenty Dollars. Contact 
A. J. Scaff, 2704 French Place, 
after 6 p.m. Phone GR 17-5478. 


Type 
Good Con- 
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the | 


while Thad Hutch- | 


,| Washington 


of | 


Ac- 


| 


| 


| 


Mr. Yarborough, and I ig he 
will want to be here.”’ 

Mansfield said the committees 
are interstate and foreign com- 
merce, government operations, 
and post office and civil service. 
Yarborough’s predecessor, Sen. 
William Blakley, had _ the first 
two. 

Yarborough is taking with him 
to Wash Jim Boren, head 
of the education department of 
Arlington State College in 1954- 
56 and Yarborough’s 1956 cam- 
paign manager and 1957 chief ad- 
Boren will be his first ad- 
ninistrative assistant. 

Also to be on Yarborough’s 
staff Lyman 
Austin, his campaign 
press officer; Charley Johnston 
of Austin, a campaign leader; 
and Lou Nora Spillar of Houston, 
served loyally in Yar- 
headquar- 


ington 


viser. 


are 


Jones of 


who has 
borough’s 
ters. 


campaign 





TUITION RAISE BILL 
NEARS SENATE FLOOR 


AUSTIN 
Texas college 
which 


The bill d 


students 


ubling 
waited 
Senate 


tuition, 








Sev weeks in finding a 
sponsor, probably will be brought 
up for full Senate consideration 
ter having passed the 
Senat stat affairs committee 
n-( e 
\ ? stat 
i A th al- 
te eres ‘ ’ C25 
{ ( the comvank 
1 | Gi Y 
D ( 
r é dD 
Ser J ard Secrest, Tem- 
’ n f t tu I 
cI t s 1 t as the oni 
chance of getting more f is for 
colle f hers 
Fred Schmidt, executive secre- 
a of the Texas CIO Council, 
chargec the tuition raise pro- 
posal only tax bill of the 
session. and is levied against 
those least able to meet it.” 


student, Donald 
clerk the 
been warned 


One 
Hendricl 
said he 


unive 


rsity 
| # in 
Hot 


KS, a 


had 


ise, 


he would lose his job if he ap- 
peared against the bill. He said 


he had been authorized by Sen.- 
elect Ralph arborough to report 
that Yarborough is opposed to the 
bill. Hendricks termed the meas- 
ure. “an attempt by the vested 
intreests to avoid a tax bill. 





OBSERVER SHIFTS 
MANAGEMENT 


HOUSTON 

Mrs. R. D. Randolph, Hous- 
ton, and Ronnie Dugger, Aus- 
tin, entered a part- 
nership, Texas Observer Co., 
Ltd., which h the 


sas 


have into 


purchased 








assets of The Te? Observer 
Publishing Co! and taken 
ver the publication of the Ob- 
server 
Directors of the corporation 
ing in Houston April 18 
accepted the partnership’s pur- 
cl ffer and ssolved the 
corporatior vhich has pub- 
ed the Observer since Dec- 
emb 1954. Franklin Jones of 
Marsha } dent of the oI 
} tion he plans to com- 
n pe associ- 
ited i the corporation to 
outline t actions of the di- 
ectors 
Mrs. Randolph provided 99 
t of the for the 


capital 


Dugger is to be 





rship. 
of the 
general partner. 
editorial 
authority as before; in other 
respects the partnership is 
drawn to conform with statu- 
tory requirements. 


editor and 
Observer and 
Dugger 


publisher 


has exclusive 
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